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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this appUcation is 
ehgible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1,1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14, Applicant's submissions filed on November 2, 2004 and February 1, 2005 have 
been entered. Claims 1-28 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that the art of record fails to teach or suggest that the script includes a 
list of commands in a programming language (Applicant's remarks of November 2, 2004, page 
10, first paragraph). 

However, Davis discloses creating a Ust of installation tasks (see, for example, column 4, 
lines 20-24), The list of installation tasks is a script for installing a software package (see, for . 
example, column 5, lines 28-32). Although Davis is silent as to the format of the script, Foster 
expressly discloses providing a script that includes a Ust of commands (see, for example, column 
8, lines 39-49). Foster fijrther discloses using a computer programming language such as Perl so 
that the same script can execute on many platforms without recompilation (see, for example, 
column 12, lines 56-67). Therefore, in combination, Foster and Davis suggest that the script 
includes a list of commands in a programming language. 
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Applicant contends that the cited portions of Davis describe an actual installation of a 
software package and not importation of a software package, and notes that Davis describes FIG. 
3 as a flow chart of an installation process (Applicant's remarks of November 2, 2004, page 10, 
second paragraph). Applicant further contends that Davis does not describe an importation 
process (page 10, last paragraph). 

However, the examiner maintains that "importation" is indeed part of the installation 
process taught by Davis. In FIG. 3 of Davis, for example, the software package is installed at 
step 94. Clearly, several earlier steps are completed before step 94 in preparation for the 
installation. For example, the configuration file is opened at step 71. The first component is 
accessed at step 75, and its parameters are obtained from the configuration file at step 76. Each 
component is processed in a loop defined by steps 77 and 85, in which certain components are 
added to the list of installation tasks at step 82. Accordingly, these steps and others show how a 
software package is first "imported" in preparation for later installation at step 94. Therefore, 
Davis discloses an importation process. 

3. The supplemental amendments to the claims filed on February 1, 2005 have been 
addressed fiarther in the claim rejections below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 
6,675,382 to Foster (art of record, "Foster") in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,279, 1 54 to Davis (art of 
record, "Davis"). 

With respect to claim 1 (currently amended), Foster discloses a software management 
system (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

(a) a package agent to receive, deploy and execute an X-package at a target computer 
(see, for example, FIG. 4 and column 9, lines 19-46, which shows the installation, i.e. the 
deployment and execution, of a software package, and column 12, lines 25-35, which shows that 
the software package may be received from a remote server). 

Although Foster discloses creating and distributing a software package (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 47-52), as well as the means to install, upgrade and remove a package based on a 
control file (see, for example, column 7, lines 46-51) that provides a script comprising a list of 
commands (see, for example, column 8, lines 39-49), Foster does not expressly disclose a vendor 
package template that provides a script to install, upgrade and remove the package, and a 
package importer to create an X-package document based on the vendor package template in 
preparation for the distribution and installation of the software. 

However, Davis discloses a third-party component configuration file, i.e. a vendor 
package template (see, for example, column 3, lines 44-5 1), and the means to import the 
configuration file or template to create a corresponding Ust of installation tasks, i.e. a script, in 
preparation for later installation (see, for example, column 4, hnes 1-9 and 20-24, and column 5, 
lines 28-32). The packages are manageable in a system that enables users to install and 



Application/Control Number: 09/74 1,986 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2192 

configure third-party applications using a single, common format or interface (see, for example, 
column 1, lines 43-57), independent of the installation process that is specific to the third party or 
vendor (see, for example, column 1, lines 22-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the vendor package template and package importing features taught by 
Davis with the system of Foster, in order to provide a common interface for managing software 
packages from a plurality of third parties or vendors. 

Foster in view of Davis further discloses the limitation wherein the script comprises a list 
of commands in a programming language (see, for example, column 12, lines 56-67, which 
shows using a computer programming language such as Perl so that the same script can execute 
on many platforms without recompilation). 

With respect to claim 2 (previously presented), Foster in view of Davis further discloses 
the limitation wherein said package importer receives an importing user identity for recording 
(see, for example, column 8, lines 31-33, which shows receiving the identity of the package 
creator, i.e. the importing user). 

With respect to claim 3 (original), although Foster discloses vendor-supplied software 
packaging systems (see, for example, column 2, lines 8-13), Foster does not expressly disclose 
the limitation wherein said at least one software package includes packages from different 
vendors. 
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However, Davis discloses an installation system that includes packages from a plurality 
of third parties or vendors and enables users to manage them using a single, common interface 
(see, for example, column 1, lines 43-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include packages from different vendors in the Foster system, in order to provide a 
common interface for managing software packages from the plurality of sources as taught by 
Davis. 

With respect to claim 4 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the limitation 
wherein said X-package includes a substantially uniform set of attributes that allows said at least 
one software package to be managed in a single user interface (see, for example, column 7, lines 
35-45, which shows the control file associated with a package having a uniform set of attributes, 
and lines 55-63, which shows a list of such attributes). 

With respect to claim 5 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the limitation 
wherein said package importer tags said X-package with a signature (see, for example, column 
1 1, lines 61-64, which shows a digital signature associated with a package). 

With respect to claim 6 (original), Foster in view of Davis fiarther discloses an 
authentication element to provide verification of the X-package by validating the signature in the 
X-package with a Hst of certificates trusted by the target computer (see, for example, column 12, 
lines 1-5, which shows verifying the authenticity of the package by checking the signature). 
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With respect to claim 7 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses a script 
extractor to extract an X-package script (see, for example, column 7, lines 14-17, which shows 
decompressing or extracting the contents of a package, and lines 35-45, which shows the control 
file that provides a script associated with the package). 

With respect to claim 8 (original), although Foster discloses vendor-supplied software 
packaging systems (see, for example, column 2, hnes 8-13), Foster does not expressly disclose 
the limitation wherein said X-package script includes logic for interacting with a vendor-specific 
package agent. 

However, Davis discloses interacting with vendor-specific packages (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 44-51, and column 4, lines 1-9), in a system that enables users to install and 
configure third-party applications using a single, common interface (see, for example, column 1, 
lines 43-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the vendor-specific features taught by Davis with the system of Foster, in 
order to provide a common interface for managing software packages from a plurality of third 
parties or vendors. 

With respect to claim 9 (original), Foster in view of Davis fiirther discloses the limitation 
wherein said X-package script includes logic for interacting with multiple operating systems 
(see, for example, column 12, lines 56-67, which shows having platform-independent logic for 
use with multiple operating systems). 
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With respect to claim 10 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said X-package further includes a name of a user who imported said at least 
one software package (see, for example, column 8, Unes 31-33, which shows including the name 
of a user who created the package, i.e. an importing user). 

With respect to claim 1 1 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said X-package further includes a hash of package files included in said at 
least one software package (see, for example, column 11, line 61 to column 12, line 10, which 
shows using an encryption mechanism to protect against and identify any tampering of the files 
in a package, i.e. using a hash). 

With respect to claim 12 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said package agent checks relevant operating system of said at least one 
software package (see, for example, column 10, Unes 53-61, which shows checking the operating 
system to determine whether the software package is compatible). 

With respect to claim 13 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said package agent downloads any needed files (see, for example, column 12, 
lines 44-46, which shows downloading any needed files). 

With respect to claim 14 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said package agent reports status (see, for example, column 10, lines 57-61, 
which shows reporting the status of the package). 
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With respect to claim 15 (currently amended), Foster discloses a software management 
system (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

(a) a distribution management server (see, for example, column 12, lines 13-24, which 
shows a remote distribution source or server); and 

(b) a plurality of target computers (see, for example, column 12, lines 13-14, which 
shows a local client computer, i.e. a target computer, and FIG. 1, which shows that the target 
computer exists in a network environment, such as one of a plurality of target computers), each 
target computer including: 

(i) an authentication element to provide verification of the X-package by validating 
the signature in the X-package with a list of certificates trusted by the target computer (see, 
for example, column 12, lines 1-5, which shows verifying the authenticity of the package by 
checking the signature); 

(ii) a script extractor to extract an X-package script (see, for example, column 7, lines 
14-17, which shows decompressing or extracting the contents of a package, and lines 35-45, 
which shows the control file that provides a script associated with the package); 

(iii) a package agent to receive, deploy and execute said X-package at the target 
computer (see, for example, FIG. 4 and column 9, lines 19-46, which shows the installation, 
i.e. the deployment and execution, of a software package, and column 12, lines 25-35, which 
shows that the software package may be received from a remote server). 

Although Foster discloses creating and distributing a software package (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 47-52), as well as the means to install, upgrade and remove a package based on a 
control file (see, for example, column 7, lines 46-51) that provides a script comprising a list of 
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commands (see, for example, column 8, lines 39-49), Foster does not expressly disclose a vendor 
package template that provides a script to install, upgrade and remove the package, and a 
package importer to create an X-package document based on the vendor package template in 
preparation for the distribution and installation of the software. 

However, Davis discloses a third-party component configuration file, i.e. a vendor 
package template (see, for example, column 3, lines 44-51), and the means to import the 
configuration file or template to create a corresponding list of installation tasks, i.e. a script, in 
preparation for later installation (see, for example, column 4, lines 1-9 and 20-24, and column 5, 
lines 28-32). The packages are manageable in a system that enables users to install and 
configure third-party applications using a single, common format or interface (see, for example, 
column 1, lines 43-57), independent of the installation process that is specific to the third party or 
vendor (see, for example, column 1, lines 22-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the vendor package template and package importing features taught by 
Davis with the system of Foster, in order to provide a common interface for managing software 
packages from a plurality of third parties or vendors, 

Foster in view of Davis fiirther discloses the limitations wherein said script comprises a 
list of commands in a programming language (see, for example, column 12, lines 56-67, which 
shows using a computer programming language such as Perl so that the same script can execute 
on many platforms without recompilation), and wherein said package importer tags said X- 
package with a signature (see, for example, column 1 1, lines 61-64, which shows a digital 
signature associated with a package). 
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With respect to claim 16 (original), although Foster discloses vendor-supplied software 
packaging systems (see, for example, column 2, lines 8-13), Foster does not expressly disclose 
the limitation wherein said at least one software package includes packages from different 
vendors. 

However, Davis discloses an installation system that includes packages from a plurality 
of third parties or vendors and enables users to manage them using a single, common interface 
(see, for example, column 1, lines 43-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include packages from different vendors in the Foster system, in order to provide a 
common interface for managing software packages from the plurality of sources as taught by 
Davis. 

With respect to claim 17 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses the 
limitation wherein said X-package includes a substantially uniform set of attributes that allows 
said at least one software package to be managed in a single user interface (see, for example, 
column 7, lines 35-45, which shows the control file associated with a package having a uniform 
set of attributes, and lines 55-63, which shows a list of such attributes). 

With respect to claim 18 (currently amended), Foster discloses a method for distributing 
vendor- specific software to target computers (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

(a) transferring an X-package to target computers (see, for example, column 12, lines 25- 
35, which shows transferring a software package from a remote source to a target computer); and 



Application/Control Number: 09/741,986 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2192 

(b) processing an X-package script (see, for example, column 9, lines 19-46, which 
shows processing a control file that provides a script). 

Although Foster discloses creating and distributing a software package (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 47-52) having a control file that provides a script comprising a list of commands 
(see, for example, column 7, lines 35-45, and column 8, Unes 39-49), Foster does not expressly 
disclose importing the vendor-specific software using a vendor package template to create an X- 
package having a script in preparation for the distribution and installation of the software. 

However, Davis discloses a third-party component configuration file, i.e. a vendor 
package template (see, for example, column 3, lines 44-51), and importing the configuration file 
or template to create a corresponding list of installation tasks, i.e. a script, in preparation for later 
installation (see, for example, column 4, lines 1-9 and 20-24, and column 5, lines 28-32). The 
packages are manageable in a system that enables users to install and configure third-party 
applications using a single, common format or interface (see, for example, column 1, lines 43- 
57), independent of the installation process that is specific to the third party or vendor (see, for 
example, column 1, lines 22-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the vendor package template and package importing features taught by 
Davis with the system of Foster, in order to provide a common interface for managing software 
packages from a plurality of third parties or vendors. 

Foster in view of Davis ftirther discloses the Umitation wherein said script comprises a 
list of commands in a programming language (see, for example, column 12, lines 56-67, which 
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shows using a computer programming language such as Perl so that the same script can execute 
on many platforms without recompilation). 

With respect to claim 19 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses 
authenticating the X-package by validating a signature on said X-package (see, for example, 
column 12, lines 1-5, which shows verifying the authenticity of the package by checking the 
signature). 

With respect to claim 20 (original), Foster in view of Davis further discloses extracting 
the script from said X-package for processing (see, for example, column 7, Unes 14-17, which 
shows decompressing or extracting the contents of a package, and hnes 35-45, which shows the 
control file that provides a script associated with the package). 

With respect to claim 21 (original), Foster in view of Davis fiarther discloses the 
limitation wherein said processing said X-package script includes checking a relevant operating 
system of the vendor-specific software (see, for example, column 10, lines 53-61, which shows 
checking the operating system to determine whether the software package is compatible). 

With respect to claim 22 (original), Foster in view of Davis fiarther discloses the 
limitation wherein said processing said X-package script includes downloading all relevant files 
(see, for example, column 12, lines 44-46, which shows downloading all relevant files). 

With respect to claim 23 (original), Foster in view of Davis fiirther discloses the 
limitation wherein said processing said X-package script includes reporting status (see, for 
example, column 10, lines 57-61, which shows reporting the status of the package). 
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With respect to claim 24 (currently amended), Foster discloses an apparatus comprising a 
machine-readable storage medium having executable instructions (see, for example, mass storage 
1 12 in FIG. 1, and column 12, lines 56-67, which shows executable instructions) operable to 
cause one or more machines to perform operations comprising: 

(b) transfer an X-package to target computers (see, for example, column 12, lines 25-35, 
which shows transferring a software package from a remote source to a target computer); and 

(c) process an X-package script (see, for example, column 9, lines 19-46, which shows 
processing a control file that provides a script). 

Although Foster discloses creating and distributing a software package (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 47-52) having a control file that provides a script comprising a hst of commands 
(see, for example, column 7, lines 35-45, and column 8, lines 39-49), Foster does not expressly 
disclose operations comprising: 

(a) import vendor-specific software using a vendor package template to create an X- 
package having a script in preparation for later software distribution and installation, said import 
comprising creating said X-package in a format that makes said X-package manageable in a 
software package management system independent of vendor-specific aspects of the at least one 
software package. 

However, Davis discloses a third-party component configuration file, i.e. a vendor 
package template (see, for example, column 3, lines 44-51), and importing the configuration file 
or template to create a corresponding Ust of installation tasks, i.e. a script, in preparation for later 
installation (see, for example, column 4, lines 1-9 and 20-24, and column 5, Unes 28-32). The 
packages are manageable in a system that enables users to install and configure third-party 
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applications using a single, common format or interface (see, for example, column 1, lines 43- 
57), independent of the installation process that is specific to the third party or vendor (see, for 
example, column 1, lines 22-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the vendor package template and package importing features taught by 
Davis with the system of Foster, in order to provide a common interface for managing software 
packages from a plurality of third parties or vendors, 

Foster in view of Davis further discloses the Umitation wherein said script comprises a 
list of commands in a programming language (see, for example, column 12, lines 56-67, which 
shows using a computer programming language such as Perl so that the same script can execute 
on many platforms without recompilation). 

With respect to claim 25 (previously presented), Foster in view of Davis further discloses 
the limitation wherein the operations fiirther comprise: 

(a) authenticate the X-package by validating a signature on said X-package (see, for 
example, column 12, lines 1-5, which shows verifying the authenticity of the package by 
checking the signature). 

With respect to claim 26 (previously presented), Foster in view of Davis further discloses 
the limitation wherein the operations fiirther comprise: 

(a) extract the script from said X-package for processing (see, for example, column 7, 
lines 14-17, which shows decompressing or extracting the contents of a package, and lines 35- 
45, which shows the control file that provides a script associated with the package). 
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6. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Foster in view of 
Davis, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,381,742 to Forbes et al. 
(art of record, "Forbes"). 

With respect to claim 27 (previously presented), Foster in view of Davis does not 
expressly disclose the limitation wherein said X-package document includes Extensible Markup 
Language (XML). 

However, Forbes discloses software package manifests or documents implemented using 
Extensible Markup Language according to an open specification for describing software (see, for 
example, column 12, lines 29-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include Extensible Markup Language, such as taught by Forbes, in the packages 
disclosed by Foster in view of Davis, for the purpose of providing support for an open standard. 

7. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Foster in view of 
Davis, as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,950,010 to Hesse et al. 
(art of record, "Hesse"). 

With respect to claim 28 (previously presented), although Foster discloses protecting 
packages from unauthorized access (see, for example, column 11, lines 64-67), Foster in view of 
Davis does not expressly disclose the limitation wherein said package importer verifies the 
importing user identity by checking an access control list. 
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However, Hesse discloses verifying a user identity by checking a list of users, i.e. an 
access control list, and determining the security level of the user (see, for example, column 12, 
lines 19-29), in a system for building and installing custom application packages (see, for 
example, the abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to protect the packages from unauthorized access, in the software management system 
of Foster in view of Davis, by checking an access control list, such as taught by Hesse, to verify 
the importing user identity. 
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